
452

but there was no such evidence here. What was known of the
necessities of the case at the time it came under Dr. Waters
care ? (Hear.) Something was due to the reputation’and ex
perience and skill of Dr. Waters in his diagnosis of the case,
and applying proper treatment to it. He (Mr. Griffith) be
lieved that Drs. Lee and Ramsbotham had no adequate fonn
dation for condemning the treatment of Dr. Waters in this
case, and guided their statements on preconceived ideas as tc
a certain point of practice in the treatment of these diseases.
As to the speculum, they all knew that Dr. Lee had for a long
time been waging a crusade against its use, and he thought
that was a point on which the meeting were bound to express
their opinion, to disdourage men from being made the tools oj
any party or to fill up gaps in evidence-to sacrifice their re-
putation and those feelings of delicacy and honour which should
exist between one man and another in the profession, and the
time had come when they should generally express their dis-
approbation of such a course of proceeding. (Applause.)

In answer to an inquiry made by a gentleman present, the
CHAIRMAN said the subscription to be entered into would be
strictly confined to the medical profession, inasmuch as there
would be a meeting the same evening of a more public charac-
-ter, at which it was intended to have another subscription. In
referring to Dr. Bennett’s letter, he said his (Dr. Bennett’s) sug-
gestion was what the meeting itself intended to have proposed.
Mr. HARRISON (Nicholas-street), said there had been a pre-

liminary meeting, at which he had been asked to take upon
himself the duty of drawing up an address to Dr. Waters.
This address at first contained some remarks respecting the
course taken by the two medical gentlemen who had come
,down from London, but, on reconsideration, it was thought
better to omit these portions. Mr. Harrison then read the

address proposed to be adopted, as follows :-
&deg;‘ To Edward Waters, Esq., M.D., F. B. C. P. Ed., dc. &c.
" Dear Sir, - We, the undersigned medical practitioners in

the city and county of Chester and the adjacent counties,
- assembled at the Chester Infirmary, April 13th, 1863, beg to
tender you our hearty and most cordial congratulations on the
issue of the recent trial which has just occurred in this city.
The rumours circulated during the past winter in connexion
with your name caused us great pain, and it was with an

anxiety scarcely inferior to that which you yourself must have
-felt that we awaited the time when an opportunity should be
afforded you of vindicating your character from the aspersions
that had been cast upon it. The result, however, has amply
proved the exactness of our anticipations, and we now sincerely
rejoice that a member of the profession whose name has been
hitherto held in the highest esteem among us has passed un-
scathed through the painful ordeal to which you have been
exposed. Having carefully watched the progress of the trial,
we beg to express to you our great satisfaction at the verdict,
and to offer you the united testimony of our unabated confi-
dencein your professional judgment and skill, as well as in your
,honour and integrity as a man; and we should be glad if we
could believe that this slight tribute on our part could afford
any consolation to you for the great suffering which you and
the other members of your family must have endured for so
long a period, and while passing through the painful and ap-
palling trial to which you have been subjected. We beg to
subscribe ourselves, dear Sir,

" Your faithful Friends."
The address was signed by all the medical gentlemen present. ’,
Mr. CHURTON said it would be well to form a committee to

devise the best mode of proceeding in the matter. He thought
the bare presentation of a testimonial&mdash;say a piece of plate-
would not be sufficient. Dr. Waters had been at a great out-
lay in getting up his defence, and he ought to have something
in money. (Hear.)
Mr. BRITTAIN asked, would the subscription amongst them-

,selves interfere with that to be entered into in the evening ?
The CHAIRMAN replied that it would not.
Mr. BRITTAIN&mdash;Because if the other subscription goes to pay

the law expenses, ours might be appropriated to the testi-
monial.

Mr. J. HARRISON then moved the adoption of the address to
she presented ar, a proper time to Dr. Waters.

Mr. MORETON (Tarvin) cordially seconded the proposition,
and observed that they would be justified in expressing their
opinion to Dr. Waters on the conduct of Drs. Lee and Rams-
botham.
The SECRETARY&mdash;Don’t you think it would be better to

leave that to the medical press ? Otherwise I think it would
<be taking it out of good hands.

Mr. BRITTAIN&mdash;I believe there are several medical gentlemen
’ 

in Manchester and Liverpool who have expressed a wish to join
us in the subscription.
The SECRETARY said that he thought it would be better to

have separate meetings in those large towns, as it would have
much more effect than having one common meeting in Chester.
The adoption of the address having been put to the meeting,

it was carried unanimously.
A committee was then appointed to carry out the various

arrangements, after which the proceedings concluded.

Correspondence.

DR. RAMSBOTHAM’S EVIDENCE IN THE CASE
OF BROMWICH VERSUS WATERS.

"Audi alteram partem."

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;In the notice which you have taken of the late trial,
Bromwich v. Waters, you say-" While we congratulate the
profession on the result of this shameful trial, we cannot refrain
from strongly expressing our disapproval of the course followed
by the medical gentlemen called, by the plaintiff. We have no
hesitation in saying that such a prosecution would never have
been brought into a court of justice had medical men not been
found ready to come forward and support it ; and it must be a
matter of surprise as well as of regret to any well-constituted
mind that Drs. Lee, Ramsbotham, and Taylor should, by their
appearance in the witness-box, have countenanced the ground-
less charge."

I beg you will permit me, in answer to these observations, to
say that no member of the medical profession can feel more

gratification that Dr. Waters was enabled to clear himself of
such a heavy and grievous charge than myself. For Dr. Waters’
own sake, as well as the honour of the profession, I cannot but
be glad the verdict was in his favour. For myself, I assure you
I did not appear in the witness-box as a party to "the prose-
cution," as you designate it. On the contrary, I told the
solicitors as well as the counsel who were engaged in getting
up the case, that I felt convinced they would lose their cause,
that my evidence would be of no use to them ; and I strongly
recommended them on more than one occasion to abandon the
case. The answer I received to this recommendation, even
upon the first occasion of my giving it,-as soon indeed as I
learned it was intended to carry the case into a court of justice,
- was that it had gone too far to be dropped ; so that its being
carried on did not depend on medical support, at least so far as
I was concerned.
Baron Bramwell, in his charge to the jury, told them gene-

rally that I expressed au opinion that Dr. Waters’ treatment
was improper. With great deference to the learned Judge, I
must say he misunderstood me. I said nothing of the kind.
The substance of what I did say was that it must have been
an obstinate case of ulceration which would require the use of
the caustic every week or fortnight continuously for so many
months as the girl swore to, six or seven applications being
sufficient in ordinary cases. Dr. Waters, after my evidencehad been given, contradicted her, and swore he did not apply
it more than six or eight times-not ten at the farthest. I
said that I never had used the speculum to a chaste unmarried
female, unless where it had been had recourse to by some other
practitioner previously. This I said believing the girl to have
been a virgin when she consulted Dr. Waters. He swore that
on his first examination he discovered she was not a virgin. I
said I thought the speculum and caustic should be discontinued
if the application produced such aggravated fits of hysteria as
we heard had supervened in this case during the treatment.
This latter was the only point in which I differed from Dr.
Waters in the medical management of the case; and, there-
fore, it was far from correct to say I " expressed an opinion
that his treatment was improper." It must be borne in mind
that I had not the advantage of hearing his version of the
story before I gave my evidence, as Drs. Simpson, Keiller, Fyfe,
and Mr. Brittain had. If that had been so, very little differ-
ence indeed would have been discovered between his treatment
and my own.

I said also that when I examined the young woman I found
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the uterus perfectly healthy, with no appearance of there ever
having existed an ulcer at its mouth. I said that if any con-
siderable portion of the substance of the organ had been de-,
stroyed by ulceration, a cicatrix would have been left; but that
if a part of the membrane covering it only had been destroyed,
that membrane, in common with other mucous membranes,
possesses such a restorative power within itself, that all traces
of its having been disease 1 would soon disappear. I stated
that to require the application of caustic every week or every
other week for more than a year would imply generally that ’,
the substance was affected, but that superficial ulceration or
abrasion of the membrane had such a tendency to recur that
a return to the former treatment might be necessary more than
once during that interval. I said, also, that it did not accord
with my experience that hysteric females were invariably given
to falsehood, since I knew many hysterical women who were
quite truthful. As far as I recollect, I have given you the
substance of all I advanced, and I do not think my opinions
will be controverted by my medical brethren. ,

It would give me very great pain to feel that I deserved the
censure you have passed on me, because throughout my whole
life my chief desire and object has been to uphold the honour,
dignity, usefulness, and respectability of the medical pro-,
fession.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
FRANCIS H. RAMSBOTHAM, M.D.

Edinburgh, April llth, 18G3

HOMICIDAL MANIA.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;NOW that the dread sentence of the law has been car-
ried out on the wretched lad Burton, who, without apparent
motive, murdered a child at Chatham, we may calmly discuss
the momentous question which has lately occupied so much of
public attention-viz., what mental condition ought to be ad-
mitted as a sufficient excuse for murder ? I suppose it will be

agreed on all hands that nothing can well be more unsatisfac-
tory than the result of some recent trials, viewed in reference.
to the consistency which is supposed to characterize legal in-
quiries and decisions. As an illustration of this, we may refer
to this case of Burton and the case of Mrs. Vyse. In both de-’
liberate murder was committed. No symptom of insanity in-:
dependent of the act itself was manifested in either murderer:
,but in the one case insanity was assumed, and the prisoner
acquitted; in the other, insanity was ignored, though certainly
with less reason, and the prisoner was convicted and executed. ’
I will not stop to argue the question as to whether the know-
ledge of right and wrong-the test adopted by the judges of
man’s responsibility-is sufficient and safe, because it is not pos-
sible for any person who ever saw half-a-dozen insane patients
to contend that their sense of right and wrong was obliterated.
It is a notorious fact that the great majority of insane persons
know perfectly well the difference between right and wrong, I,
and we cannot but lament that an error which it is in the power
of each one to correct for himself, should be deliberately per-
petuated with wilful blindness. This is not a case of difference
of opinion which admits of argument, but it is a fact which

may be verified by a single visit to any of the public asylums
of the kingdom. It does not depend upon the dictum of
"mad doctors:" every individual, from the chairman of the
visiting magistrates to the lowest servant employed about the
patients in an asylum, knows perfectly well that the great
majority of insane persons appreciate the difference between
right and wrong. The law holds that ignorance of its provi-
sions does not in the least degree exonerate an offender, and we
cannot understand how prejudice which may be so easily re-
moved is suffered to remain on the judgment-seat, and a total
ignorance of insanity lead to such grave errors as we see con-
stantly committed. It appears to me a positive duty on the
part of those who have special experience in the matter to
insist on a reconsideration of the subject. But in saying this I
am not by any means disposed to adopt the views of those who
claim for the medical profession the right to determine when a
murderer shall be convicted or acquitted; and although I have
,the greatest horror of capital punishment-believing that it
causes as many murders as it prevents-I am yet inclined to
concur in the conviction of the murderer Barton ; I say the
conviction, without referring to the punishment inflicted, be-
cause I submit that we have nothing to do with that, and that
it is better that the two subjects should be kept perfectly dis-
tinct. Indeed, I believe that the discredit which has come to

attach to medical evidence on all these occasions arises in a
great measure from the natural inclination to take up the case
as a philanthropist, rather than as a scientific witness, whose
duty I conceive to be to assist the court and jury in forming a
correct judgment of the mental conditibn of the accused,
without any regard to consequences. It is undoubtedly an ex-
tremely difficult thing to do this, and no doubt every witness
would he too glad to rind any ground which would enable him
conscientiously to say that he considered the accused irrespon-
sible ; but I think we must all feel tha.t an irresistible impulse to’
homicide is a very dangerous doctrine, though undoubtedly in
some cases it is a very true one. I do not regard the wanton
destruction of an unoffending victim as proof of insanity. We-
are all familiar with instances of children, not remarkable for
malicious natures, yet finding a certain pleasure in cruel prac-
tices. We do not consider a child insane who picks off,the
limbs of insects, and inflicts other mutilations for the simple
gratiricztion of his destructive propensity ; so that it is possible
that other cruel acts, and murder, may be committed without
any other motive than the simple gratification of a depraved
nature, as we find thieves stealing apparently for the love of
stealing. And when the unrestrained indulgence in vicious
habits and the systematic neglect of all moral control result in
the establishment of a depraved and vicious nature, we cannot,
I think, with due regard to the safety of society, hold such an
individual blameless if he chooses to gratify his thirst for blood
by some atrocious deed for which there may be no obvious
motive. In the case of Burton, it did not appear that there
had been any one symptom of insanity alleged; if there had
been, the fact of his mother being insane would have been a.
strong link in the chain of evidence in his favour; but this
fact of itself was, I submit, no sufficient reason for acquitting
the accused. I hesitate to express any strong opinion on the
case of the convict Burton, because I know nothing of it be-
yond what has appeared in the public papers ; but upon this
imperfect knowledge I am disposed to think that, independ-
ently of the erroneous test of the knowledge of right and
wrong, he was properly convicted. There would have been no-
question raised of his insanity if his vicious propensity had
sought gratification in any other direction than murder, and
for any such less offence he would have been punished without
a word of remonstrance. I cannot, therefore, sympathize with
the view that regarded him as blameless by reason of a sup-
posed malady of which there was absolutely no proof. Although
the crime itself may very fairly be taken into account in judg-
ing of the mental condition of a prisoner on whose behalf the
plea of insanity is urged, I submit that the crime alone--
however atrocious, unprovoked, and motiveless-cannot safely
be admitted as proof of insanity. While, therefore, I would
by every means endeavour to obtain a reconsideration of the-
whole subject, with a view to’ the establishment of some more
reasonable test of man’s responsibility quoad crime, I would
submit to the consideration of those who may be called ta
give their assistance in determining the mental condition of a
criminal, whether they should not, as a rule, require as much

positive evidence of an unsound state of mind as they would if
the question were the granting a certificate where no crime had
been committed. I hesitate to express an ft’inifm that in no,
case should crime alone be received as sufficient evidence of
insanity; but such cases must at any rate be rare.

I am. Sir. vour obedient servant.
W. WOOD, M.D.,

Physician to St. Lake’s Hospital.
Upper Harley-street, April 14th, 1S63

THE MEDICAL DEPARTMENT OF THE
VOLUNTEER ARMY.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;In the last number of THE LANCET you express great
satisfaction at the fact of a military hospital having been, for
taefti-st time, put up for the use of the volunteers at review. I

beg to state that at the review which was held at Durham
Downs, Bristol, where eight or ten thousand men met last
year, a military hospital, with all surgical appliances used oa
sach occasions, was erected temporarily on the Downs. Several
accidents, some of a serious nature, were brought in by the-
orderlies, and kindly attended to.
The surgeons and assistant-surgeons of the various corps were

most liberally and hospitably entertained in an adjoining tent.
by H. A. Hoare, Esq., Surgeon of the Bristol Royal Infirmary.

I am. Sir- vour obedient servant.
J. HUDSON,

Assistant-Surgeon 15th Somerset R.V.CShepton-Mallet, April, 1863.


